The Ad Hoc Subgroup on Data Coll ection
| ndustrial Conbustion Coordinating Rul emaki ng
January 22 and 23, 1997

At t endees

Nane Affiliation

G eg Adans Los Angel es County Sanitation D strict
(via tel ephone)

Sam Al | en Dow Chem cal Conpany

Amanda Agnew U S EPA

Sam Cl owney Tenneco Energy

John deRuyt er E.1. du Pont de Nenours & Co., Inc.

Ji m Eddi nger U S EPA

M ke Gal | agher Research Triangle Institute (RTI)

Steve Cerritson Lake M chigan Air Directors Consortium

(LADCO)

Lee G I ner Texaco, Inc.

Reese How e Al pha- Ganma

Bill Maxwell U S. EPA

Rut h Mead ERG

Nor m Mor r ow Exxon Chem cal Anericas

John (gl e Dow Chem cal Conpany

Bob Pal zer Oregon Chapter of the Sierra O ub

Fred Porter U S. EPA

Brahi m Ri chani Al pha- Ganma

Si ms Roy U S. EPA

Marv Schorr CE I ndustrial and Power Systens

M ke Soots Ki ncaid Furniture Conpany, Inc.

Joe Tessitore Har di ng Lawson Associ at es

Mae Thomas ERG

R M VanFrank Nat i onal Audubon Soci ety

Deci sions and Action ltens

. The subgroup reached an agreenent that a survey should be
sent to fill information gaps on waste conbustors. The
subgroup agreed to use the EPA/state database to identify
i ncinerators waste boilers and process heaters. These units
or a sanmpling will be surveyed. The subgroup agreed that
expertise fromthe Wirk G oups could be used to determne if
there are any industries or type of incinerators, or waste
boil ers or process heaters that are mssing fromthe
dat abase.

. The subgroup charged the Incinerator Work Group to take the
| ead in establishing a taskgroup to:
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1. devel op a questionnaire to survey waste-fired boilers,
i ncinerators, and process heaters, and

2. reconmmrend which sources in the I CCR data base to sanple
to fill data gaps for the various types of wastes and
i ndustri es.

This taskgroup will be conposed of 2 to 4 nenbers each
selected by the incinerator, boilers and process heater Wrk
G oup, and others as needed to achi eve bal ance.

. The subgroup agreed to have one of the questions on the
i nci nerator waste boiler and process heater survey that asks
a broad question regarding whether the facility has any HAP
test data from any conbustion source at the facility.

. The taskgroup will submt the recommended survey to the
Source Work Groups for review. After changes have been made
based on Source Wrk G oup conmments, the Ad Hoc subgroup on
data collection will review the survey.

. The final survey and other recommendati ons of this subgroup
will be presented by Norm Morrow and Dr. R VanFrank to the
Coordinating Commttee at the March neeti ng.

. The subgroup recommended that the Process Heater Wrk G oup
review the sufficiency of the EPA database for process
heaters. Assum ng further information is needed, the
subgroup agreed to recommend to the Process Heater Wrk
Group to encourage CVMA, APlI, and the pul p and paper industry
to develop information for their industries for process
heaters. This recomendati on was based on the general
belief by the subgroup that classic process heaters are
primarily in the petroleumrefining, chemcal, and pulp and
paper industries.

. For each other type of possible process heaters, the
subgroup recommends the Process Heater Work G oup conti nue
their effort to determ ne whether each SCC has been or is
pl anned to be covered by anot her MACT standard, and
establish a tine table for conpleting this effort. For
t hose types not el sewhere covered, the Wirk G oup shoul d
recommend to the Coordinating Commttee that they be covered
by anot her MACT standard or consider whether to expand the
| CCR scope.

. For turbines, engines, and fossil fuel fired boilers, the
subgroup generally agreed that given the anount of data in
t he database and popul ati on data avail abl e from mar ket
research and previous projects, a wdely distributed survey
is not needed to characterize the popul ati on and devel op

ab/8198-34-09/adhoc.sub 2



nodel plants. EPA is currently not planning to send a
Section 114 Survey for turbines, engines, and fossil fuel
fired boilers for popul ation and nodel plant data.

. The subgroup reconmends that additional questionnaires
shoul d not be sent out by Source Wrk G oups wthout
coordi nation through the Coordinating Commttee.

. The subgroup considered the questions |isted on the agenda
regardi ng the survey process.

. Vol untary vs. Mandatory: EPA surveys will be sent out
under Section 114 as mandatory. There was general
agreenent that the survey will accommodate vol untary
effort. Once the recipient list is known, trade
associ ations or conpani es could survey these if they
can provide EPA sufficient assurance that the sane
information will be collected.

. How wi || recipients be selected? From | CCR database.

. VWho will distribute? EPA will distribute section 114s.
Trade associations will distribute any voluntary
efforts.

. EPA wi Il share the recipient list wwth Work G oups and

trade associations to avoid the sane facility getting
mul ti pl e surveys.

. Who will receive responses: EPA for section 114s,
trade associations for voluntary requests.

. Who will QA/QC responses: the organi zation that sent
out the survey will do it. However, if an association
wants to assist in QA QC of nonconfidential information
fromresponses, EPA is open to this assistance.

. Who will conpile? 1In general, the organization that
sends out a survey will conpile it. However, EPA sees
a need to have access to the raw data and a key to
decode any coded data. The group discussed the
possibility of using a conmon contractor to conpile
both the EPA and trade associ ation dat a.

. Who will elimnate double counts? ERG and Al pha- Ganmma.
. Addi tional em ssion test data will probably need to be
collected in the future. It was suggested that there may be

addi tional existing data. Suggestions included:
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. Contacting regional, State, and |local offices to
determine if they have toxics test reports not in

STI RS
. Trade associ ations asking their nenbers
. Literature searches if source Wirk G oups determ ne

t hese woul d be useful.

The EPA and Source Wrk G oups should review STIRS data and
assess how it can be used and where there are obvi ous gaps.
They al so need to consider where test data wll be nost
useful (e.g., for particular controls or types of units or
fuels). EPA has sone budget for future em ssion testing,
but will also need to explore industry or cooperative
testing efforts.
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